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By Mr. justice dabling—Why should not the arsenic be-
come encapsuled on the coating of Mr. Martin's stomach?—I do not
see why it should not. I do not see any evidence that it did.
Where is the evidence that it did in the case of Mrs, Arm-
strong—not that it might?—The long-continued illness.
Cross-examination continued—I will pass to the last matter—
migration. The liver is enclosed, is it not, in what I might call a
tough protective tissue called the capsule?—Yes.
That encases the liver, does it not?—Yes.
Perhaps it is not in composition very different from the
bladder?—It has a membrane round it. That membrane would
not prevent the migration of the arsenic or anything else from
the liver, because the process known as osmosis goes on, by which
the membrane takes up fluid one side and passes it out of the
other. I do not suggest that it did in this case; I do not suggest
that any material quantity of the arsenic passed from the liver,
because there was such a large amount found in there that there
was not room for it to hold much more. In the case of the in-
testines they are encased in the peritoneum, and the same remark
I made about osmosis would apply to that.
That depends on whether or not, first of all, the arsenic has,
so to speak, percolated through the walls of the bowel into the
peritoneum, and then through the walls of the peritoneum 1—Yes,
of course presuming the arsenic was in solution. This osmosis
only goes on where there are liquids on each side of the membrane.
Therefore, unless you have a case where on the outer side
of the bowel and on the outer side of the peritoneum there was a
liquid, this migration would not take place?—No, osmosis would
not—the oozing conceivably could. Osmosis is a particular form
of diffusion. I do not remember Dr. Spilsbury saying that the
contents of the abdomen in this case were not liquid.
By Mr. justice daeling—If he did, it would make all the
difference?—It would make all the difference as far as osmosis,
but it would not make all the dIBerence as regards the oozing.
Cross-examination continued—I agree that on this matter Dr.
Spilsbury is a past master of post-mortem cases, and if any-
body knows anything about oozing and osmosis Dr. Spilsbury
would. As regards the parts of the smaller intestine, the jejunum
and the ileum, they are two continuous parts, and the jejunum
passes into the ileum. I heard it stated that the walls of the
bowels were still intact.
Therefore, taking them as pipes, whatever passes out of the
stomach in due course passes down the pipe of the jejunum and so
down into the continuous pipe called the ileum?—Yes. It then
travels down in the ordinary way to the caecum. I heard Dr.
Webster state that the jejunum had 1.6 milligrams, the ileum 9.1,
and the caecum 37.6. Evidently the arsenic was travelling as one
would espect it to do, passing along through the jejunum into the

